Road-Bail Transpoi t

with the almost unanimous opinion of Indian witnesses,
and recommend that the undertakings of guaranteed
companies, as and when the contracts fall in, be entrusted
to direct management of the State ''

The Indian Bailway Enquiry Committee of 1937
approach the question with pusillanimity They are terri-
fied at the administrative responsibilities and the probable
inefficiency of unbusinesslike control, and read their lesson
from history The inglorious record of State management
and construction during the period 1869-1882 frighten
them into an acquiescence of the status quo The same
fears that haunted Thomas Eobertson11 plague his
successors The usual objections trotted out ad senatum
are (1) the probable difficulties of politics hampering
effective administration, as in South Africa, (2) the
difficulty of conducting the railways on strictly commercial
lines with a single eye to profit, (3) the probable ill effects
of the absence of a strict Board of Directors, and (4) the
inal-apropism of the State having to sit in judgment over
itself when any dispute comes up for settlement

These are trivial objections when the larger interests of
the country come up for consideration. A State managed
railway would, by its very nature, be better able to
appreciate the aspirations of our industries and trade and
make the conditions propitious for their achievement.
Financially too, the huge amounts of money that go out
of the country in the shape of profits, directors fees, etc,
could be conserved and kept within the country for
industrial use. This would not only minimise expenditure,
but lelease moneys for the finance of industries Again,
Government would be better able to bring about a
rapprochement between the employer and the employees
and make the conditions of their work better The great

11   Ttde Robertson's Report on tne Administration and Work-
ing of Indian Railway, pp   22-26.
284